SCOPE OF THE LAW OF THE CONTRACT   523
to the principles of good faith, considering the          and
usages of the place where the declarant lives. Certainly, if a
declaration is sent out into the world, the sender is not en-
titled to expect that the effect will always be the same as
under the law of his domiciL But this does not affect our
cases. Wise judges are careful not to subject foreign promises
to domestic standards, unless submission to them appears to
be required by usage.
2. Consent in Fact
The -problem. Error, fraud, duress, and simulation are
everywhere grounds for nullity or voidability, yet circum-
stances vary.21 Error, in particular, may be either more or
less liberally allowed to vitiate the consent. The most im-
portant difference of laws resides in the question whether
error must be caused by misrepresentations of the other party
or at least the latter must have been unaware of the error.
In addition, the various shades of invalidity are divergently
regulated, and so is the liability of the party avoiding a con-
tract on the ground of his own mistake. The following ex-
amples may illustrate the ensuing conflicts problem:
(i) A, a resident of British Columbia, acquired what in
his opinion were treasury bonds of a corporation in the state
of Washington, but were actually common stock shares, the
holder of which was liable under the corporate charter for
certain payments.
The Canadian court refused to apply the law of the
charter, using the argument that, because of the seller's
misrepresentation, A had never become a shareholder
the law of British Columbia.22 The report of the
21 For comparative municipal law see YEHIA TAG-ELDINE, Lc do!
et la misrepresentation anglalse, contribution a Petade de la theorie da cco-
sentement et de ses vices. (Vol. XVI Bibliothique de Plnstitut de DroSt Compart
de Lyon, 1926).
22 American Seamless Tube Corp. et al. v. Go ward [1930] 3 D. L. R. Syo
(B.C. S.C.) } fortunately^ the court adds that the contract would have
voidable under California laws too-